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INTRODUCTION OF ADAMS 
MEMORIAL LEGISLATION 

HON. TIM ROEMER 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 1, 2001

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
announce the introduction of my legislation to 
authorize the placement of a memorial in 
Washington, D.C. to honor John Adams and 
his wife, Abigail; John Quincy Adams and his 
wife, Louisa; and their legacy of public service. 

History’s characterization of the remarkable 
Adams family has been woefully inadequate. 
The patriarch, John Adams, is often portrayed 
as short and overbearing, better known for his 
temper than his leadership and intellect. 

Thanks largely to David McCullough’s forth-
coming biography of Adams, such misconcep-
tions will soon be corrected. Adams, of 
course, was the most passionate advocate for 
our break with Britain. He nominated Jefferson 
to write the Declaration of Independence and 
passionately and persuasively defended the 
final product. It was Adams’s foresight to 
nominate George Washington as commander 
of the Continental Army, and he negotiated 
the Treaty of Paris to end the Revolutionary 
War. 

As President, Adams was nonpartisan and 
ideological, never sacrificing his beliefs for po-
litical gain. He skillfully (and wisely) avoided 
war with France despite the overwhelming 
warmongering from his own Federalist Party. 
Such independence preserved his integrity, 
but cost him a second term. 

One of the few people truly comparable to 
John Adams both in passion and intellect was 
his wife, Abigail. Those who knew them per-
sonally called their union perfect. Abigail’s let-
ters to her husband reveal not only her wit 
and intelligence, but also a profound belief in 
the equality of women that was more than 100 
years before its time. 

Their son, John Quincy Adams, was per-
haps the most remarkable public servant in 
our country’s history. Following in the foot-
steps of his father, Adams spent much of his 
public service career in Europe as foreign min-
ister to Russia, the Netherlands, Portugal, 
Prussia, and Great Britain. As foreign minister 
to Russia during the Madison Administration, 
he negotiated the Treaty of Ghent, which 
ended the War of 1812. As Secretary of State 
under President Monroe, John Quincy Adams 
was a primary author of the critical Monroe 
Doctrine, which warned European nations 
against involvement in American affairs. He 
also negotiated the transfer of Florida from 
Spain to the U.S. and successfully extended 
the border of the Louisiana Purchase all the 
way to the Pacific Ocean. 

Like his father, John Quincy Adams was an 
idealistic President. Despite the objections of 
many in his own party, he sponsored a pro-
gram of government investment in science, 
education and infrastructure. He urged the 
government to establish an observatory, and 
fund a national university. His many critics 
called his initiatives unconstitutional. Like his 
father, John Quincy Adam’s refusal to suc-
cumb to political pressure cost him a second 
term. 

Following his Presidency, John Quincy 
Adams returned to public life as a U.S. Rep-
resentative from Quincy, Massachusetts. He 
served nine terms in Congress and spent the 
majority of his time and energy vociferously 
opposing slavery. He suffered a stroke on the 
House floor in 1848 and died in a chamber of 
the Capitol two days later. 

John Quincy Adams’s son, Charles Francis, 
served in both the Massachusetts and U.S. 
House of Representatives, in his father’s old 
seat. Similar to his father and grandfather, 
Charles Francis Adams was a strong aboli-
tionist who left the Whig Party to run on the 
1848 Free Soil ticket as the vice-presidential 
candidate. He is best known for his role during 
the Civil War as foreign minister to England, 
his logic, reserve and directness preventing 
the British from substantively embracing the 
Confederacy. 

Charles Francis Adams’s son, Henry 
Adams, was a ‘‘liberal Republican’’ journalist 
who detested the partisanship that infested 
Washington during Reconstruction. Through 
his writing, he exposed massive political cor-
ruption and numerous scandals. Henry Adams 
is best known for his brilliant autobiography, 
The Education of Henry Adams (published in 
1918), which won the Pulitzer Prize. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to introduce this 
legislation which, pursuant to the 1986 Com-
memorative Works Act, authorizes the place-
ment of a commemorative work, to one of our 
country’s truly remarkable and indispensable 
families. I want to thank my friend and col-
league, BILL DELAHUNT, for joining me in this 
important effort.
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IN HONOR OF DANNY PLYMESSER 
AND DOLORES TLACIL 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 1, 2001

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Danny Plymesser and Dolores Tlacil. 
My fellow colleagues, please join me in hon-
oring these representatives of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars and Ladies Auxiliary. 

Danny Plymesser is a Cleveland native. 
After graduating from Fairview High School, 
he joined the Navy. There, he was quickly 
sent to Panama, and from there, Vietnam. 

After his service, he joined the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars Post 2533. A very active mem-
ber, Danny participated in many programs and 
advanced through the post positions. In 1996, 
he became Post Commander. For four con-
secutive years, his peers selected him for Post 
Commander. Danny was recognized every 
year as All State Post Commander. He con-
tinues to provide extensive service to the Post 
on various committees and chairmanships, 
and even as a cook during their dinners. 

Additionally, Danny is active with the Cuya-
hoga Council County, and is now serving as 
commander. He is also active at the state and 
national levels. He is to be commended for his 
broad service. 

I also wish to honor Dolores Tlacil. During 
World War II, she married and began raising 
her family of seven children. She joined the 

Ladies Auxiliary to the Veterans of Foreign 
War in 1985. Dorothy served on many com-
mittees and became President in 1986. She 
proudly carried the American Flag in many 
local parades to honor our veterans. 

Last year, Dolores was elected to President 
of the Cuyahoga County Council. She is also 
involved in the American Legion Post 496. Do-
lores has served as model of active citizenship 
and public service to assisting our local vet-
erans. 

I ask my colleagues to rise in honor of 
Danny Plymesser and Dolores Tlacil. They 
have served as true models of the committed 
men and women who serve in the VFW and 
Ladies Auxiliaries.
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AMTRAK TURNS THIRTY 

HON. JAMES L. OBERSTAR 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 1, 2001

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, thirty years 
ago today, the National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation (Amtrak) took over from the Na-
tion’s freight railroads the responsibility for 
providing intercity passenger train services in 
the United States. Passenger train services 
had fallen on hard times. The railroads had a 
common carrier obligation to provide pas-
senger train service, but virtually all of them 
were losing money and wanted to rid them-
selves of what they saw as an unnecessary 
burden. Prior to the creation of Amtrak, it was 
the policy of many of the railroads to simply 
allow the service to deteriorate to the point 
where ridership was so sparse that the Inter-
state Commerce Commission would grant the 
carriers permission to discontinue the oper-
ation. Some of the railroads went beyond be-
nign neglect and actively downgraded the 
service to discourage people from riding the 
trains. 

The railroads were private, for-profit firms 
that saw passenger operations as little more 
than a drain on their income from carrying 
freight. After 1920, except for the World War 
II years, intercity rail passenger travel de-
clined, as people shifted to air and auto to 
meet their intercity transportation needs. Pas-
senger train travel declined not only relative to 
other modes, but absolutely as well. From 
being the dominant mode of intercity transpor-
tation in 1920, rail passenger service declined 
to relative insignificance by 1970. Less than 
one-half of one percent of intercity passenger 
transportation was made by rail. Many thought 
that the day of the passenger train was over, 
and that outside of a handful of operations in 
a few densely populated corridors, passenger 
trains were destined to join the stagecoach 
and the flatboat as relics of America’s trans-
portation history. 

Fortunately, for America’s traveling public, 
this was not to be the case. Congress passed 
the Rail Passenger Service Act of 1970 and 
created the National Railroad Passenger Cor-
poration—popularly known as Amtrak. On May 
1, 1971, most of the railroads still operating 
passenger trains turned over their equipment 
to Amtrak and the new company took over the 
responsibility for providing intercity passenger 
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train service. From the outset, it was clear that 
the task of revitalizing the service would be 
daunting. Amtrak had to overcome years of 
railroad neglect and indifference. 

The first thing that Amtrak had to do was to 
arrest the long-term decline in intercity rail 
passenger ridership. Despite being woefully 
undercapitalized and inheriting a fleet of pas-
senger cars and locomotives that averaged 
more than 20 years old, Amtrak stemmed the 
tide of traffic to the other modes and began 
the long and arduous task of rebuilding pas-
senger train service in America. 

Over the years, Amtrak has managed to re-
place and upgrade the car and locomotive 
fleets, rehabilitate many once dilapidated train 
stations, and introduce a variety of new serv-
ices in an effort to keep people riding the rails. 
Congress has continued to provide both oper-
ating, and capital support for Amtrak, although 
the level of support has varied. Amtrak has 
never received the kind public investment that 
the Nation’s highways and aviation system’s 
have received. In fact, the Corporation often 
has been starved for capital. Almost from the 
outset, Amtrak’s opponents have pressured 
Amtrak to reduce its deficits, while at the 
same time they tried to cut its budget. From 
Roger Lewis to George Warrington, a succes-
sion of Amtrak’s CEOs have pleaded for ade-
quate funding. Rarely have those pleas been 
answered. 

Nevertheless, many in the Congress have 
demanded that subsidies to Amtrak be elimi-
nated, and the Corporation is now scheduled 
to achieve operating self sufficiency by the 
end of 2002. Amtrak has made great progress 
toward reaching that goal. 

Back in 1971, many believed that Amtrak 
would be little more than a holding action until 
passenger trains disappeared forever. Instead, 
despite the obstacles, Amtrak has survived—
survived the inadequate equipment and facili-
ties with which it started life; survived the 
budget cutters, and survived the competition 
from low cost airlines. And now, in 2001, we 
see the wisdom of keeping in place intercity 
rail passenger service in the United States. 

Today, our airports and highways are facing 
gridlock. Delays are rampant and there are 
real limits to simply pouring more concrete 
and asphalt for new highways and runways to 
solve our Nation’s congestion problems. Inter-
city rail passenger service can now be a major 
part of the solution to our transportation con-
gestion problems. Most recently, Amtrak has 
inaugurated its Acela train service in the 
Northeast Corridor, and for the first time Amer-
icans can experience high-speed rail travel 
similar to what the French, Germans, and Jap-
anese have enjoyed for decades. 

When the Acela trains are fully operational, 
Amtrak plans to capture 50 percent of the air-
rail travel market in the Northeast Corridor, 
replicating its experience in the southern end 
of the Corridor between New York and Wash-
ington D.C. with its Metroliner service. Al-
ready, Amtrak is carrying a record number of 
passengers—22.5 million in 2000—and, as 
additional Acela trains come on line, Amtrak’s 
ridership will increase further. Amtrak should 
be proud of what it has achieved. 

In the near future, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HOUGHTON) and I will be introducing 
a bill that will help develop high-speed rail 

passenger service throughout the United 
States. The Secretary of Transportation has 
designated about a dozen high-speed rail cor-
ridors around the Nation that will be eligble for 
this funding. Amtrak currently serves these 
corridors, and in most cases its operations will 
provide the basis for building the high-speed 
operations. 

By preserving our Nation’s rail passenger 
service network through difficult times, Amtrak 
has set the stage for developing a national 
network of high-speed trains that can play a 
major role in relieving air and highway traffic 
congestion. Not only then is Amtrak a vital link 
to our Nation’s transportation history, it is in-
dispensable to our transportation future.
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ON PRESIDENT BUSH’S EDUCATION 
PROPOSAL 

HON. JOHN J. LaFALCE 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 1, 2001

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I want to share 
with my colleagues an outstanding article writ-
ten by Linda Banas, an English teacher, a 
constituent, and a resident of Tonawanda, 
New York, regarding President Bush’s edu-
cation proposal. This article, which appeared 
in the April 24, 2001 edition of the Buffalo 
News, is response to the President’s recent 
statements on National Public Radio that our 
children are trapped in schools that do not 
teach and will not change. Linda Banas’s col-
umn appropriately points out that these accu-
sations are groundless. She emphasizes that 
teachers across Western New York and 
throughout the nation are making extra efforts 
to ensure their students succeed both in and 
outside the classroom. Her thoughtful ideas 
and observations serve as a starting point 
from which to begin a national conversation on 
education, and I urge all of my colleagues to 
take the time to read the following article.

MY VIEW: BUSH’S INANE ACCUSATIONS WON’T 
IMPROVE OUR SCHOOLS 

I am a teacher. I teach in a nice suburban 
high school. We have access to the Internet 
in every classroom. Most of the students go 
on to post-secondary education. The halls 
are calm and the students are polite and 
thoughtful. 

Our district is not without problems, but 
we can handle them because the community 
has resources. I am truly thankful for the 
opportunity I have to focus on what I was 
trained to do—teach English. As I drive to 
work, I listen to National Public Radio. Re-
cently, President Bush was talking about 
education. He said, ‘‘. . . children are 
trapped in schools that will not teach and 
will not change.’’ 

I tried to imagine the teachers and admin-
istrators the president says will not teach. I 
suppose Bush pictures them sifting around 
tables having morning coffee and planning 
their day. A kindergarten teacher would 
snicker as she says, ‘‘I know the whole al-
phabet, but I am not going to tell even one 
letter to those kids in my room.’’ A second 
grade teacher would agree, ‘‘I know how to 
do long division, but I’m not going to teach 
them how to even do the first step.’’ 

Bush wants to be the education president. 
Does he really think some educators go to 

school to not teach? I know of a high school 
where the one set of books is chained to the 
desks so the kids cannot take them home to 
study. Why doesn’t the president know this? 

I know a school librarian who spends part 
of her paycheck on coats and shoes for chil-
dren who don’t have any, teaches gang mem-
bers to write poetry, runs baby showers for 
young mothers who have nothing, and buys 
food every week for kids who are hungry 
after school. Why doesn’t the president know 
this? 

I know a teacher of eighth-grade English 
who has no novels and is allowed one ream of 
paper a month for her 160 students. I know 
about the hundreds of dollars she spends in 
the copy stores each year. I know a guidance 
counselor who takes children into her home 
to help them escape abuse and hunger. Why 
doesn’t Bush know this? 

If I were the education president, I would 
look at these teachers and the thousands 
like them who ‘‘will not teach.’’ I would look 
at the neighborhoods around the schools. I 
would see great poverty and need amidst the 
plenty and prosperity. If I were the edu-
cation president, I would wonder why all 
children do not have clean, warm, well 
equipped schools. 

If I were the education president, I would 
ask Congress to provide each child with a 
school as nice as the ones my daughters at-
tended. That would be a start. Then I would 
ask how we could improve the neighborhoods 
where these children live. 

If I were the education president, I would 
wonder what I could do to help poor parents 
get training or better jobs. If I were the edu-
cation president, I would see that every 
neighborhood had access to a clinic and that 
all children had enough to eat. After I did all 
these things, then I would be certain to hold 
schools accountable for the children in their 
charge. 

A real education president will use his 
power to make positive change in the lives of 
our children. A real education president will 
not settle for accusations and trite sayings. 
If I could spend an hour with this education 
president, I would beg him to spend some 
time with teachers in the schools he says 
‘‘will not teach.’’ Then I would ask him to 
rise above partisanship and make a real dif-
ference.
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UNBORN VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 
ACT OF 2001

SPEECH OF 

HON. NITA M. LOWEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, April 26, 2001

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi-
tion to this misguided bill. 

Let me make something perfectly clear from 
the outset: The loss or harm to a woman and 
her fetus is absolutely devastating to the 
woman and her family. Those who injure or kill 
a pregnant woman and her fetus should be 
severely punished, and families should have 
the legal tools to have their loss recognized. 
We will offer a substitute that does that, and 
I believe that the Lofgren substitute dem-
onstrates very clearly that there is a lot of 
common ground on this issue if we would only 
look for that instead of looking for ways to dis-
agree. 

Having said that, let me explain why the ap-
proach this bill takes is just another thinly 
veiled attack on a woman’s right to choose. 
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